
RELIGIOUS LIBERTY.

ArchbUtiop Hofhri, In Itepiy to Omeral CM!
.¦id In Hoif-Vliiilkalluii.

[From the Courier an'l EmjuiiW.]
Some persons imagine that a high honor has bean

conferred on me by tnc importance assigned to my
name in the great speech which General Cass has
thought proper to pronounce in the Senate of the
United States. The providence of God has directed
that General Cass should wi ve not only hi* country
bnt hit. rare in one order of lire, and that It should
be my humble privilege to serve both in anotl er. I
trust that my purity of motives is not Inferior to his.
But whilst ,ie bus steered his prosperous bark on

yielding tides and with lavuring winds as one of the
approved and chtrinhed great meu of his country it
has been my lot, though a citize > of the same coun-

1^2* e 1 occuiliet' in propelling the little
Bkiff entrusted to my charge, in a direction gono-
rally adverse to the current, whether of wiud or tide.
General Ci*s is a Senat or.1 am, before the law.ouly
f C1wize^: 1 Lam 1,11,0 ecclesiastic of the
fe?y Fa. Church, even an unworthy prelate.
The duties and speculations of our dUiuct depart¬
mentsBppei tain to such divergent relations, al¬
though intended to promote ultimately the same
great beuellcial ends we have in view, that any con-

rL'K"rtl t0 them muat necessarily appearto the American people and to the civilized world as
ail extraordinary event, especially under the cousti-

11 f5h®rtfro''°ur"W" beloved country, which
has so wisely for its circumstances, eliminated reli¬
gious questions Irom the deliberations of Congress.
ii«nt7ina",e'«'',any views of mine in an inci¬
dental letter should htive attracted such serious at¬
tention on the part ol General Cass, or to any other
Senator, is to me rather a humiliation than u pride.
The circumstance brings mo, as a citizen, into an
apparent collision with a Senator. 1 am not dis¬
posed to waive either my rights as a citizen, or sac-
rtuoe my principles as a patriot and a man, simply
Decani* the tide of American public opinion may be

.i?e<J®g»iI»'>t me. Neitheram I prepared, on the
other hand, to «ny one word in maintaining mv po¬
sition, which, considering my a^'e and rank iii the
church, might give apparent sanction to that grow¬
ing irreveience which is becoming ho prevalent in
this age, whether as it relates to pre-eminence
Civil, ecclesiastical, social, domestic, or senatorial.
To my ntter astonishment. Gen. Cass thinks that

his name was flrst brought into my letter without
any cause or occasion having been presented on his
part. 1 shall perhaps Lest discharge my duty in
reference lo this by giving a brief statement of tnc

n^n»ni*KaUte's W i1 1 tho,l8ht warranted me in
using the name of General Cass. The cir utn-
stances were these: A man and bis wife, named
Madiai. had been arrested in Florence. Tlievh il
been tried according to the laws of their country
and condemned to the penally which the -aid laws
had provided agnin-t persons -:rf. r.di. .'ai tliev
had done. The report - u,ei. r.me, a, Cached

"1 Kngland and uivnca, was, tlut
mid been imprisoned merely lor owuiii' and

reading their Bible. It was natural, and' e\eu
honorable, that nil men, whether Catholics or
1 rotestants, should fed and manifest their abhor¬
rence lor the disproportion between the alleged
crime and the positive penalty. A meeting of
sympathy was conveucd and held in this city. The
undersigned, with a view to learu the real Tact* of
the ca*e, attended thii* meeting. The speakers on

the occasion vituperated the Pope of Homo, the
monks of Italy, the friars, the .leauits, and the
Catholics everywhere. The only person or

party that was treated with a decent share of mode¬
ration was the Grand Duke of Tuscan v. To yards
the middle of the proceedings the following resolu¬
tion complimentary to General Cass, as a bright
Earticular star shining out irom the dark heavens of
uman nature, which the orators had been describ¬

ing, was proposed and carricd by acclamation:.
Resolved, 4. That thin ne-etiog firmly believe.; that itig

the doty ot the government or the United States to tiro-
tect all our cltizena In thoir religious right*, whilst re¬

siding or sojourning iu f. reign landa, approves in the
futlct manner of the noble attempt of n distinguished
Senator fiom Miclrgnu. (G.-n Cass,) to r ill the attention
or the government and the public io this important sub¬
ject; and entertaina the confl.ient hope that this govern-
ment will «[«edily ?ecure to its citiiuns, by the express
Stipulation* of international treaties, the right to wor

ship God according to the dl<-Ut«s of their conscience in
every foreign land .A". I", limri, Jan 8, 185J.

In view of the lnmpooning which all Catholics,
from the Pope downwards, had received at the lips
of the orators, it did strike me as somewhat strange
that the above resolution should hnve been intro¬
duced. The question tliaturose iu my mind was,
''How came it there?" The circumstance, however,
seemed to me to be a suflicient reason for re¬

ferring to GeDeral Cass, by name, in a letter
.which I wrote some time after. I have
ascertained since that the Reverend Doctor
Baird, who might be called the chief conductor
of the Msdiai meeting, was found in a shot t time
afterwards perfectly conversant with the proceed¬
ings going on in 1he Senate touching religious lutt-
ters abroad. He is reported to have proclaimed in
the Hsll of the American Institute iu Baltimore, on
the 17th February, 1853, that Mr. Pnderwood, a

Senator, bad done hun the honor r.f reading his
(Mr. Underwood's) rei ort on the subject referred
to, before reporting it to the Senate, aud that ne

(I>r. Baird) approved of it. That report, if ever

Jiublished, I have not been able to find, b it 1 think
t not improbable that such report would have been
in consequence of the reference of a petition from
the Maryland Baptist lTniou Association, which
¦General Cass hsd so eloquently recommended to the

approp'iate committee in a speech delivered .Ian. 3,
1663, just four days previous to the M idiai meeting.
The petition alluded to had reference especially

to the condition of the Baptists under the Protestant
government of Prussia. A reference to this subject
is found in a senatorial document, published from
the flies of the Department of State, and designated
8. Doc. CO. A letter Irom our Minister at Berlin,
Mr. Barnard, dated Jan. 31,1853, addressed to Mr.
Everett, Secretary ol Stste, gives an account of his
ooor success in attempting to obtain toleration for
Protestant subjects of the Protestant government to
which he was accredited. Taking this document in
connection with what has gone before, there would
appear to be a perfect harmony of benevolent feelings
among the distinguished persons connected with
the subject, namely: Mr. Barnard, Mr. Cass, Rev. Dr.
Baird, and Mr. Underwood. The truth of facts, ani
the accuracy of memory am mg the parties, is not
by any means so perfect. Mr. Barnard pleads for
¦objects of Prussia who are Baptists; Mr. Cass for
the religions rights of Americans who go abroad;
Dr. Baird, for international treaties, to secure such
lights; Mr. Cass, not for treaties, but lor an amia¬
ble diplomatic, officious, and unofficial interference
everywhere in favor of American religious rights;
And Mr. Underwood, as having covered the whole
ground by previously reading his report to Dr. Baird,
who approved of it even before it was submitted to
the Senate.

I trust it will be, as it ever 1ms been, the pleasing
«utv as well as right of the Executive Department
of thte government, to interpose it* kind and coor-
toons offices with other State sovereignties in dis¬
suading from acts of oppression likely to shock the
feeling* of humanity at large. But for this purpose, I
think legislation is unnecessary; aud, under the cir¬
cumstances, I vastly prefer the form of policy pre¬
sented at the Madiai meeting to that which General
Vass baa broached in his senatorial place. The for-

a1d 1 «° for tre»tiOT. " any¬thing is U> be done in the matter; the latter goes
for charging our representatives abroad with half-
deflnr (I duties, semi-national, sernl-religlmis. semi-
benevolent, semi-humanitarian, and, if l may be al¬
lowed the expression, semi everything, aul vet
lowing definite. This, I trust, will be received by
General Cass as a sufficient apology for my having
introduced his name into my letter.

id my letter, to which General Cass takes such
exceptions, 1 stated that, if our American Congress
implicate itself in such questions to be seen to by
our representatives abroad, I feared that such inter¬
ference would be regarded by foreign governments
.s drivelling. 1 was not then aware that what I an-

.clpated as a probable contingency, had already be-
a historical fact. It appears from Mr. B.»r-

¦aran communication, that a letter addressed by
~ tbe King of Prussia, confided to a distin¬

guished hand, bad been returned to liitn- the party
jecliiiing the responsibility of presenting it. In-
.frvlews between onr minister and the King and the
King a private secretary, subsequently to-k place;
and It is amuamg to perceive with what amiability
of language the Kinp and his secretary lowered
down the American Minister. Diplomacy never em-

Boyed more conrteotis language for the purpose of
.wing out an intruder. All this has been substan¬

tially recorded by our Minister himself: and I ean
translate the correspondence in no other sense,
under the circumstances, than as if the King and
his private secretary, in courteous language well

°T_B djP'oniaey. and with rellned manners, be¬
coming perfect gentlemen on both sides, had said to
Mr. Harnard, ' Mr. American Miuister, will vou
nave the kindness to mind your own business ?"
New, as a citir.en of the United Stat**. 1 should be
aorry that oar foreign representatives, by any legis¬
lative rale, should ever be obliged to leave it In the
power of majesty or royalty to lower them down in a
manner like this.

If under the sincere profession of respect for the
Character, services, aud position of General Cass
whioh has already been tendered, it should happen
that anything may be said by me in this writing ap¬
parently at variance with that profession, I trust that
he knows me too well to believe for t moment that
1 am capable of saying one thing, and inten Hn^ an

other, directly the reverse. Yet his speech ha.* im¬
posed upon me the obligation of speaking frankly,
within the limits that courtesy prescribes. 1 com¬
plain of General Cass. He has' done me Injustice.
no« intentionally, of course, but yet he has done tne

»dN*i«e. He has presented as the caption of my
letter to the Frttmnn'* Jtmrnal, a caption which is
m.t mine at all. And this circumstance leads me
to fear that time did not permit him to read attrn-
' 1 > 'l* document, insignificant as It wa«. which
1 I < h professea to review. Again, whenever

- ! quote my own identical words, bat prv

fesses to represent the meaning of mj statements,
be misrepresent* me agtin, no doubt unintentioo-
ally. Hid commentaries upon those misrepresented
statements of mine must neoesstrily correspond
with the misrepresentations themselves; and thus I
am placed, by implication, before the American
people aa maintaining sentiments and advocating
principles which I abhor and despise. Again,
General Cass must permit nte to complain o him,
in that he suggests an immediate judgment against
me at the tribunal of what he call* the "nineteenth
century," "the spirit of the age," "public senti-
nient,' and above all, the opinion of the great Ante-
rican public. This is not fair. I have great respect
for the American people; but even a Senator of the
United States ongnt not to attempt the extinguish¬
ment of honorable manhood in any citizen by wav¬

ing in his face the threat and danger of bis incur¬
ring the frown of even the great American people.
For the purpose of this argument it is not necessary
that I should incur the frown of either. But if cir-
ct.mhtances required it, I am quite prepared to meet
the issue with which the Senator would indirectly
intimidate me, and to incur without a murmur, in
regai J to any question now discussed between us,
the frown of any people, rather than incur the frown
and renroach of my own conscience.

TJje jiopoj-able Senatir has re'-^esented measat-
t< mpting to bnlarii& accounts between tTiin country
unu the Grand Little Duchy of Tuscany. Thfe was
not fair. I made no accusations against this country.
I merely suggested that civil government*, our own
included, are sometimes unable to e«cape difficulties
such as have sent the Madiai from Florence, accord¬
ing to law, and driven unprotected ladies from
their dovecot in Churlestown, in Massachusetts,
against law, into common banishment. General
Cai-s thinks that, inasmuch as the banishment
of the Madiai was according to law in Tus-
cany, and that of the Ursulines against law
and by violence, the comparison is wonderfullyagainst Tuscany and in our favor. I believe directly
the revei>e. The laws of Tuscany had made known
to all parties beforehand, that the establishment of
dome stic conventicles for the purpose of proselytiz¬ing the subjects of the Grand l)uchv from the estab¬
lished religion, would be visited witli the judicial de-
cisions of the established courts, and would be fol¬
lowed, on conviction of parties, with the penaltieswhich the law had in such cases provided. Here
there was at least fair notice given beforehand.
The Commonwealth of Massachusetts, on the other
side, hnd proclaimed to all the inhabitants or the
lind that property, reputation and life woul I be
safe under the shield ol her sovereign protectionunless in the case that all or either should be f >r-
feited according to law and justice applicable to the
case. The Madiai of Florence had uot been de¬
ceived by the lawB of the country uuder which t ier
lived. The nuns of Chnrlestown, in regard to the
lnws of the country in wliich they had confided,
were deceived. The latter, without having incurred
even a reproach, much less an impeachment or trial
by jury, or judicial sentence consequent on such
trial, were driven from the r own home in violiition
of law, their property destroyed.the very grave*
of their departed si tters dese rate f. What then V
Oh, says Gen. Cass, "that was a mob." My answer
is, "So much the worse foi his side of the compari¬
son." The State of Massachusetts ought not to
have allowed those ladies to spend their money in
building n house, and confiding their safety and pro¬
perty to the high promise of its sovereign protec¬
tion, if tlie State of Massachusetts felt itself inca-
pablo of protecting them. But although in any
country in the world it may happen, as it
has happened in nearly all, that a mob may
have violated the laws, still, when order is
restored, such sovereign Stute having pledged
itself to protect personal rights, ought to be
prepared to make such puny reparations as would
be possible, with a view to vindicate its own charac¬
ter of Kovcreignty. Massachusetts has neither pro¬
tected nor has she compensated. General Cass
thinksthat reparation sh mid have been made. This
shows the benevolence of his heart. But the outrage
has been on record in the public aunals of the coun¬
try and of the world for the last twenty years, and
even General Cass had never before betrayed, so far
as 1 am aware,the secret of his kind sympathies to
the poor Indies of Chorlestown. Neither has any of
the great men of Massachusetts, so far as has c ime
to my knowledge, expressed publicly such sympa¬
thy lor them. Mi. F.verett, or his great predecessor
Mr. Webster, sines- the burning of the convent at
Charlestown, has hardly been able to find him-elf in
a locality from which it would be possible to look on
the Bunker Iliil monument without having at the
same time within the range of his vision the black
walls and the ruins of Mount Benedict, i have a
vague recollection thai Mr. Kvcrett did on one occa¬
sion ninny years ago, refer to the subject in language
of regret,but if i am not mistaken in ray memo¬
ry he alleged on that occasion that by faNe zeal
the convent had been raised, and by false zeal it h id
been destroyed.thereby ignoring all distinction be¬
tween acts loyally and honestly done in faith of pro¬
tection from the sovereignty or the State, and acts
done in violation of the State's laws and contempt
of its authority.

It may be easily imagined with what greater
pleasure 1 shall be able to And points of agreement
with my own principles of conviction in tlie u i-

parently hostile views of Gen Cass than points of di¬
vergency or antagonism. And strange as it may
Spi cur to some, 1 nm persuaded that t'lere is n >

difference between the distinguished Seuator anil
mv.-elf. in regard to nhie-tentlis of his g.e.it .i ieecli.
Alurge portion of it is an assertion, or rather ivite-
ration oi patriotic and liberal feelings wnii which
cv< ry true American is, as a nutter of CO rse. *!i|i-
potcd to Le imbued. Among his countrymen the
Senator from Michigan has acquired an honorable
eminence by his well known patriotism, benevo¬
lence of heart, zeal for the advancement of his
country's interests, and profound respect for reli-
pion, mi Willi (I nilvv utt*u gcuurutiy Kcmiuwiudgeu
if not universally appreciated, lib speech will be
very much abridged if we put aside all that he h:w
said developing by implication these n >ble attri¬
bute of his own personal feelings and character.
Neither Bhall 1 offer one word of apology for the
real or supposed crimes insinuated in his speech
against foreign 8t;.tes, whether Catholic or Pro¬
testant, for their want of decent humanity
regarding the bnrinl of the dead within their
limits. In all those States, I take it for grant¬
ed there are many thing- as well aa this, which
might be ndvantageo.tslv reformed. I would only
obseive, that l'rotesunts soj ourning in Catholic
countries, can hardlv claim privileges, which, if of-
fered in their own, they would not choose to ac-
ccpt. They do not believe in prayers for the dead,
and the attendance of Citholic clergymen at the
obsequies of the deported has invariable refereuce
to that belief. Neither do they believe in what
Catholics call the consecration, by religious rites,
of Catholic cemeteries. Hence, in their own coun¬

try they prefer to be interred in common ground
not consecrated. 1 do not see, therefore, any solid
reason for its being insisted on that they should be
buried in consecrated ground when they are abroad,
in Catholic countries, since the very idea of such a

thing never enters into their mind in their native
laud. If the following exhibit a correct estimate of
what American Protestants believe regarding
Catholics, one might infer that the former would
have no desire to be interred tunong such pagans,
either at home or abroad:.

TH« t-RK'm [MUA.NS >8. Tint BO\UV C.ATBOLICa.
The Presbyterian (.'ener.il Assembly, (new school,)sittiugat Philadelphia, on Thursday, had under consi

uMntion a report from a special committee on "Popish
Baptism " The report was re.id bj I'r. H.itfleM The
question submitted for the consideration of the commit¬
tee «aa nt follows:.

"Is the administration of what is denominate 1 bap¬tism in the Roman Catholic Church to be recognized as
Christian baptism?"The committee said the dlspen<ation of baptism byother than regular ordained ministers ho i been departedfn m the Itcminh church. The committee concludes
that the Romish church is no longer a chan-h of i'hri«t,hut a «)ti»gO)rue of Satan. Tbe Pope It considered the
iintiChtist. The tendency of th«- l'o, l»li church I* to
establish the j>ower of the l'^pe in ill parts of th» world,
la opposition to the cbitrcb snd religion of (^hrUt The
forms of the church of Home were con*l'lcrcd mumme
ries by the committee. The Utter, in conclusion, .<;iy«.lbe ministers of the ehtkreh of ltome ire o >t a'i h -r
izwl to administer the sacr ire^nts ordained by Christ,
0«r I-ord,In the gospel, and th.t th« a Iminliiration of
»h»t is i enominatei bap'.lsm in tbe Roman Catholic
¦.hutch is not to t« rec« put zed »s Christ! in baptism.''
The report was signed by Edwin F. Hatft. Id, D. I) and

an nil. B On*, the nmjority of the committee
Prof Smith, the third number of the committee, sub

mittcda minority report, dllferlmr from lh» views of the
majority, sod taking tie ground that P»,*1 baptism is
valid, Tie arguments of tbe nnjonty were reulied to in
detail In the minority report The uunnrltv (le«m. tt i,a.
politic to urge to extremity differences wht.'h will further
all nate "he Catholic people Irom Prote*taatl«ra
Tbe reports were accepted, ana a debate ensued,

upon a motion made by I'r Waterbury. to adopt t'ic re
pott of th» msjur'ty. At K e'elock, a motion t« ln.tea-
nit«ly postpone wag negative,!
The Rev. Mr RiU-y suomitted tbe following resolution

as an ami tidu eut to the motion to postpone tbe sub
ject .

Resolved, Tbst in \lew of the great diversity of Opin-
ion nnd of practii e In the Presbyterian church, on the
sub,'s.-t of Puplsh baptism, and In view of previous action
of tli- assi nlily, it will be ine«|>e*Hent for the pre tent as-
ccnihl to take action in tbe cue
K^Ker. I>r ltrs.niiuni opposed the adoption of the ma¬

jority teoort an hoped tike matter would be lett with
the con t*nc*. of those wm> were to be benelltted by It.

kfr. T. of Cleveland, dm in- a sp ejh upon htp-
tlsm, st that If he was a minister, he woul I tell his
Hock the whole troth, snd that is, If they believed not
upon the Lord Jesus Christ they would be tamned. He
did believe that baptism was essential to salvation
Tbe debate was continued up to the hoar of adjourn¬

ment,.AT. I'. Eiprtu.
leaving the above specimen of liberality to spetk

for itself. I must be ]>c:mittc i to <ay that 8en »tor
Cass has been fxret dingljr infelicit >us iti one of the
examples by whieh he would illustrate the hard-
shipa of American Protestants in Catholic countries
in regard to this matter of Christian b'iri.il. He
tells ns ot a Protestant who was at the point of
dentli at S ii IMrgo, and who was so anxious to be
butted it. n ronterratetl place of sepulture, tint he
consulted the American minister sa to whether he
pUv»ltl Uvl iittkc ft ptvfeWtVU »( C*tUoUciam With ft

?tew to secure the right to such interment. The
minister, like an honest mas, dissuaded him from
¦nob a course, founded on such a motive. But st^i
the Senator tells us that the oeremaov of recantation
was performed t« e&rtmij, and that the dying man,
by thin nominal change of faith, secured for his body
after death, a resting plaie in a consecrated ceme¬

tery. From all which statement by G«n. Cas9, the
obvious inference is, that the poor man either be¬
came sincerely a Catholic, which lie had a right to
do, or died a hypocrite, a traitor to his conscience
aiid liis God, thereby sacrificing hi* soul for sake of
a grave.

1 think the Senator from Michigan has been still
more unfortunate in his allusion to some distinguished
Cjrsonage in Spain, supposed to be a woman, if not a

dy. 1 hope tbe public will excuse me for uot refer¬
ring to his language, since he himself avows in
the exordium of his reference, that it is "pain-
folly disgusting." In tbis Gen. Cass wa* uot mis¬
taken. If he had s|>oken as of his own knowledge,
even on this " painfully disgusting" subject, no man
would dispute nis testimony. But he speaks on the
authority of the London Timet. The editor of that
paper, however, instead of giving utterance from
human tongue to this assault upon woman, allowed
it to pass into universal circulation from the leaden
lii>s of bis iron hearted journal. Nor could he have
imagined that any ban, especially an American
Senator, would repeat what he had published, ex¬
cept under the pressure of some grave necessity, re¬
quiring that for ends of public justice, the depravity
of woman, as well as of man, should be made as
public as possible. Such weighty reasons Gen. Caas
must, no doubt, have had ; but he has made no allu¬
sion to them.
The first person whose acquaintance I made on

this earth, was a woman. Her pretensions were
humble, but to me she was a great lady.nay, a very
queen and empress. She was more; she'was myearliest friend, my visible, palpable guardian angel.
If she smiled approval on me, it was as a ray from
Paradise shed on my heart. If she frowned disap¬
proval, it seemed like a partial oi totil eclipse
of the sun. Gratitude for all her kindness to me,
< ompels me to enter my humble plea and
protest against any ra.^h judgment degrading to one
of her sex, who has not had the bene tit of trial or
self-defence. For this reason, as well as for others,
which it is not necessary that I should adduce, I
take the liboity ofsaying that I, for one, do not be¬
lieve the accusations of the London Times. That
paper is the most poveiful organ in the world of its
own kind, either to destroy or build up any charac-
ter or any cause, whether public or private*. If God
should ever permit the noble, but oftentimes per-
verted capacities of the human intellect to elevate a
wr< ng cause to a perfect equality with a right
cause: an unjust cause to a perfect level with a
just one; a false cause to an equality with a true one;
'such are the immense resources within its reach for
procuring, in regard to all causes, the very kind of
information from abroad which it desires, and such
its gigantic powers in manipulating (if I can use the
term) this terrible Anglo-Saxon tongue of ours, that
the feat of destroying in the minds of its readers
all distinction between right and wrong would be
accomplished by the London Times. I do not say
that it is more disposed to embrace a wrong cause
instead of r right than any of its cotemporuries : I
only suggest that its powers of maintaining a wrong
cause are greater than theirs, and the temptations
to do so will be graduated according to the scale of
its powers.

It has been my pleasant duty when in Europe, at
different times within the last fourteen or fifteen
years, to defend, according to my feeble ability, uot
only our American institutions.but also our individual
state.-men, against the testimony of the London
Times. In its issue of February 7,1842, it charges
one of the latter with " audacious unfairness of argu-
merit". it charges that " to attempt to fight under
false colors, to pervert and misrepresent with a kind
of bowing and scraping appearance of candor, is a
characteristic of his composition." It sneers at his
designating itself as a "high authority".it does
"not know whether most to admire at the audacityof his misrepresentation or at the admirable cool¬
ness, the innocent, gentlemanly superiority with
which he carries it oflT" In its issue of January 9th,
1846, it describes the same American statesman and
his supporters as "the noisy demagogues of a fac¬
tion".it hopes that "the republic of America is uot
sunk so low as to be driven into hostilities by such
meu as he." In its issue of February In, 1846, allu¬
sion is made to the same American statesman,
though his name is not mentioned,as "one who pan¬
ders to a sanguinary passion."
Now this American statesman is no other than

General Cass. Aud this is the testimony of his
chosen witness against some unprotected female re¬

siding beyond the Pyrenees. If the authority is
good against her, who can reject it as against "the
Senator troin Michigan? I beg leave to reject it iu-
dignantly as against both or either: but as it affect)
General Caw, he has cut himself off from the privi¬
lege til rejecting by having endorsed in the Ben tte of
tin United States the testimouy of a chosen witness,
who has described hid character in terms so little
flattei ing.
Tbe poitions of General Cass's speech with which

I rni rntst plea.ed are his quotations from jurist-,
wluthcr their names be Putl'endorf or Vattel. In
them there is no confusion of ideas, although Vattel
complains of such confusion aa be'iug oue ot the diffi¬
culties ngniiist which jurists and publicists have to
contend. Besides this, 1 couhl hardly desire bett"r
argume: ts to refute General Cass than he himself
lias had the patience and industry to produce. Iftime
permitted, 1 should enjo£ as a pleasant recreation
the privilege of analyzing the speech of the "istiu-
guisned Senator. I think it would he no difficult
tok by means of a critical distribution or rather
classification of his arguments pro. and coii., to prove
that the ill-digested parts of the complex subject
which be bad taken in hand, are on the whole so
equally balanced, that if each could be logically ar-

ranged, under its own appropriate iieau, ana eitner
net off, acsording to its own weight and measure
against its opposite, the several positions of this
gieat produciion would t>e fonnd so mutually eflec-
tive in their destruction of each other, that no posi¬
tive result would remain, except that General Cass
is, what everybody knows, a statesman of great be¬
nevolence, haviug" a great respect for the American
people, cipccially the majority.
Tne Senator from Michigan maintains the suprem¬

acy of individual conscience, but be nullifies that su-

prenmcy according to his definition of conscience, by
limiting the right to follow its dictates,and subjecting
that right to the prohibition of law, human or divine.
Now if the conscience of the individual is supreme
and the law of the land of any country is supreme
also, which supremacy shull give way to the other?
These ate the premises laid down by General Cass,
but unfortunately he has left the conclusions to be
drawn from them, respectively to destroy or annihi¬
late each other. His idea of conscience is not that it
is a superior and indestructible, independent, moral
faculty in the human soul,enabling every man to dis¬
tinguish and choose between what seems to him g tod
and evil, but that conscience gives right to the Indi¬
vidual to act out or manifest in words or deeds
its interior dictates. On the other baud, he arms
the civil authorities of all countries with the ac¬
knowledged right to control outward actions; so that
by confounding outward actions with conscience It-
self, he betray Hud jiantfsj py?r \t>at sacred, p.iacj-ple lobe judged of and controlled by in."gist ratesand civil governments. His first ebullition in favor
Of conscUnrc is the proclamation that his purpose
is "not merely to protect a Catholic in a Protestant
country, a Protestant in a Catholic country, a Jew
in a Christian country, but an American in all
countries.'' Geneial Cass profeves to speak and
act in rcgaid to this subject, on the ground of prin¬
ciple. Principle is neither Catholic nor Protestant,
nor Jewish nor Christian.at least in the sense in
which it has been employed by liim. Principle, if
anything,is nnlver.-al. And since General Cass has
attributed to what he calls an American, something
like a sptcial pierogative, he ought to show some
grounds why an American, here classified under the
head of religious denominations should have auy
s| ecial or exceptional preference. Four religious
d« nominations nie mentioned, namely: Catholic,
I'lott stant, Jew and Christian. This nomenclature
General C.iss may explain. Its terms, theologically
ei nsi'lered. are, at least, intelligible. But wiien he
ci mes to rank an American as » representative of a
filth sect. I really do not understand what he mean*.

If an American, as such, ha^ a right to protection
in all countries, why net also a Knropean. an Asiatic,
or an African? It -eems, according to him, that re¬
ligious denominations, in general, should lie treated
by condescension with kin Iness in all countries; but
when a man professes the American religion, which
Geneial Cass has not explained, such a man has a

pre-eminent right to special protection everywhere.that whcrecver he appears in foreign lauds the
sovereignty of the State, in regard to all questions
appertaining to religion, must rail back the moment
he proclaims himself an American. And it shall be
understood that when he arrives on the shore of such
country, with a full measure of American atmos¬
phere,American sunbeams, and American religion
according to Mr. Cass, sufficient for his consumptiondining the period of his passage through or sojourn¬ing within that conntrv, ne shall have the riglit to
say and do what he thinks proper, provided alwaysit lie according to the dictates <>f his conscience.

If thi.< doctrine ran obtain, several con sequenceswhich Mr. Cass had tried to guard a;ain*t In other
pnits of his speech must necessarily follow. Everynation has tlir real or supposed element of pove-
reignty within itself. But if the rights of conscience
are supreme, and lyi American is to lie protectedevcrvwliere in acting out its dictates, then the sove¬
reignty of such nation must give way to the sove¬
reignty of his conscicnce. What then? Two sove¬
reignties Hie immediately in conflict. Which shall
yield to the ether? If the sovereignty of the rtt.ne
must kite w-iy to the sovereignty of the individual,
provided thai individual I*' an American, then let
foreign sovereign Htr.teshide their diminished heads,
for it is obvious that two rival sovereignties cannot
both prevail in the same State. Then, if that be the
< ase, ns the Senator seems to anticipate, let us pro¬claim at once that all the nations of the earth are
already prospectively annexed to the Cnited States;
w d that the cvldc'ncc of the occasion which will

Bike H decent and proper and for their own
interests that they ahoold strike their flags,
will be the appearance of an American on
their shone. The only trouble in oonnection with
this patriotic! purpose is, that whan we define our
rights hastily, whether as regards a principle or an
international boundary line, it may happen that
after having asked more, we may finally be com¬
pelled to take leas. Whether as regards private con¬
tracts or public treaties it is a well known law that
it requires two or more parties to make a bargain.
It must be within the recollection of General Cass
that a few years ago we had fixed a northwestern
boundary line on which we had determined to stand
or fall. But this was before the consent of the other
party bad been obtained; and when the matter
came to a bargain, we allowed the other party to
undeflce our position, and to slide us off from oar
chosen line to another two or three hundred miles
south of it.

I have been quite amused at the eloquent denun¬
ciations by General Cass of absurd maxims and
wicked pretensions o \ the part of civil governments
to control conscience, to dictate or prescribe to their
subjects what they shall believe. In that part of
his great speech 1 have the pleasure to agree with
him. It is probable, however, that he thought, as
many of bis readers will have thought, that he was
deniftincing Catholic principles. The fact,however,
is directly the reverse. The Jurists and the gov¬
ernments that fell under the real weight of his cen¬
sure were of bis own school. A brief retrospect 0*
the condition of Europe, both previous to and since
the reformation, will make this point clear. All
the States of Europe had been Catholic. The
people of those States had but one religion.
That religion was older than their civil govern¬
ments. Consequently their civil governments
never dictated to them what they should believe.
And when Gen. Cass speaks of the arrogance and
impiety of civil governments dictating to their peo¬
ple what they shall believe, or what they shall not
believe, he makes, without, perhaps, being aware
of it, an exception in favor of Catholic governments,
down, at least, to the period of the reformation.
The civil lawn of those countries were, in many re¬
spects, exclntive and intolerant. But, then, since all
(for 1 might use the word all, though occasional ex¬
ceptions arose,) were of the same faith, and had no
dcsiie to change, the laws were substantially inno¬
cuous in the absence of objects on whom they might
be executed. Then came the reformation. The
reformation resulted in the formation of States on
the anti-Catholic or Protestant basis. In these the
form of the nt w religion was determined on by the
civil governments. I am not aware of a single
Catholic State.except, perhaps, it be Spain.which
has since passed any laws especially directed
against Protestants. On tit* other hand, I do not
know a single Protestant State in which the govern¬
ment did not attempt, and carry out by special laws,
those very acts which General Cass* so eloquently
(let ounc es. When General Cas:. finds jurists sus¬
taining such pretended rights of the civil govern¬
ments. he mav be sure that they do not belong to the
school of St. Thomas Aquinas, or Suarez, or the
other gieat publicities that have been bo numerous
in the Catholic Church. These were men who
never put on the philosopher's cloak with the view
of playing the tribune either towards their coun¬
trymen or their race. They were men who de-
lived their principles of human law. of government,
whether civil or ecclesiastical, from the same su¬

preme and eternal source. They flattered neither
Kings nor people. They feared God, and feared few
besides. 1hey were not the men who wrote of the
divine ripht of kings. They bel<T that government
is by divine right, but that the individual sovereign
or ruler in sucn goverLment is of human right. And
if it had been possible for General Cass to have con¬
sulted their pages, he would have discovered that
they maintained the rights and dignity of human
nature from the highest to the lowest member of so¬

ciety.There is no difference between General Cass's con¬
ception of conscience as a moral faculty and mine.
He, however, betrays the rights and liberty of con-
scicnce.asl understand it, by identifying this mo-
ral faculty with the outward actions which are sup¬
posed to manifest its dictates from within. No civil
government that ever existedhas or ever had either
the right or the power, physical or moral, to coerce
or extinguish man's conscience. It is beyond the
reach of government. They might as well attempt
to pass laws regulating the exercise of memory, as

regulating the decisions of man's conscience. This
freedom of conscience, however, General Cass has
identified with outward action, and on the other
hand, by recognizing the rights of civil government
to control the outward actions of men, he has be¬
trayed conscience into the hands of tho magistrate.AH* human law has for objects either persons or
things, or acts: and beyond these human legislation
cannot go. Conscience, according to my distinction,
does not come within the reach of law, but as un¬
derstood and represented by General Cass, he bauds
itover into the domain or civil government, and
< onfounds it with things over which that govern-
menthas acknowledged rights and legitimate pow¬
er of interference. 1 am bound therefore to vindi¬
cate tie liberty of conscience in reply to the dan-
gctous doctrines of General Cass.
When the early Christina* appealed to the Roman

Emjieiors through the Apologue of their Justins
and Turtullions, pleading lor liberty of conscience,
they did nut thereby claim the right to do all the
g< od in outward action:* which their consciences
would have approved. They^fileuded thai they
might not be compelled to do auy act which the
law ol God and the law of their consciences had
lerbidden. At one time, for instance,some glorious
coe eFforof the Christian name was called upon
by the civil magistrate to offer sacrifice to the
pagan gods. He refused, liecause he had a higher
law in liia conscience. Wliat then'! He was put
to death.he became a martyr. At anc.ther time,
some tender Christian virgin" was required to sacrl-
uce tier enastuy.sne rciiiseu, and was peat to tue
wild Lensts. in Home instances, indeed, torture
caused the Christian to fail, and to obey men rather
than God. But in all this, which is' an extreme
case, bud the whole strength of the Roman empire
power to destroy the "rights of conscience," th»
"liberty of conscience," the "freedom of conscience"
in the hi art of either of these glorious martyrs, or
this supposed apostate? Assuredly not. General
Cass thinks that if the "sentient being" is exposed
to physical sufferings, the freedom of conscience is
in great danger, if not absolutely lost. Every one
kn >wa that this is an erroneous position. It is onlywhen human weakuess yield j to suffering in such
circumstances, that conscience asserts her highest
power. The individual feels himself degrade 1 in
his own estimation. Conscience told him, at the
moment of his yielding t a sinful compliance,
making his declaration contrary to hers, that he
was a l-ase hypocrite; and that same conscience did
not fail to vindicate the sovereignty by her con¬
tinued frowns and reproaches.

General Cass has not taken the pains to distin¬
guish the whole office of conscience. It may be ex¬
pressed in brief words: The whole duty of man is
to " avoid evil and to do good." Now. although
evil and good are relative terms, and not judged of
at all times and in all places by tne sajpe standard,
neveitheless. conscience is the faculty whereby the
distinction jjj jppdv. A tyjjng may gk«r»lly
cmi to a lhhn. lie cannot ooIt witLout sinning,
oOu ditig God, and offending bis own conscience.
AnollitV thing may appear good, and there is no

obligation on him to do it, even though his con¬
science npptove, unless the circumstances warrant
its performance. The decalogue say*, " Honor thy
father and thy mother." This is an affirmative pre¬cept, nhich requires that, at proper times, ano in
pri'l er circumstances, we shall honor our parents,
but does not require that we should be always thus
occupied. " Thou slialt not steal." This is a nega¬
tive precept, and there is no time, or place, or cir-
ci tnstm cc in which it is lawful for us to steal. So,
ii. the i rder oi negative precepts, a man may not do
w thniit sin any art which the voice of his con-cieuce
tills him is wrong. He may, indeed, have an
iriiinei.ua conscience, and be" mistaken as to the
ititrit sic morality of the act; but still, until his
comcuoce shall" have been enlightened, or, as
(.null Cass expresses it. " imp:oved," he nrist
sli- e by Its dictates, and avoid doing what it has
ruled to be unlawful, lienee. if any Protectant,
Antiicnn or not, who, travelling or sojourning
in a Catholic State, should tic called iipon by
the civil power to make a declaration or to do an
act lvhii h his conscience condemns, he cannot
« n t ly. I.et us suppose him to be required toswear
that he believes in tne Pope's supremacy. Being a
Protestant, his conscience will oblige lii'm to refn.-se.
And if, in consequence of this refusal, physical tor¬
ture I e applied, one of two things will happen.that
he will puller the torture and be loyal to conscience,
or that be w ill betray conscience by swearing to a
lie. If anything of this kind should be attempted in
a Catholic' couutrj . or an\ act required wlikh l»
American's conscience condemned, General Cats will
find me ready to vote for the employment of the
American aimy and navy to punish" that mtion
which would impiously dare to commit so unlawful
an ot.trace. Not because the man's conscience had
be* n violated, for that is impossible, but because the
law of such country would have gone beyond the
Itonndai ies of all human law, since these relate not to
the faculties of the human soul, but to outward per¬
sons. things and acts. And as the person here sup-

Biscd would have done no act bringing him under
i law, his right of person would have been violat¬

ed, nnd it would become lawful for his country to
iiiflict condign punishment on the nation or parties
so violating it.

But. nhile no civil government or power on earth
has a light to requite that a man shall da asi.iful or
immoral net, it does not by any meant follow th.it
govei nments are bound to permit a man to a jt out-
w aidly hat his conscience tells liim Is good. In the
ot e ca.-e his conscience decide* for himself hIo ie: in
the other ca>e its dictate* would prompt him to de¬
cide lor others, by doing what he suppemes good,
whether it be suitable for others or not. Here civil
govnnment« have a right to come in and say, '. l«t
us we about that." They have a right also to refer
i. their laws ss a rule for personal conduct. If the
ii dlvidnslatlll Imagines that his consciencereq ilres
Cm to do seme act forbidden )>jr the law, bnr yet

highly praiseworthy in hk estimation, ha eaa makethe experiment, bat he moat abidethe conwqoencee.Bat In General Can's riew of conscience then to
no distinction, or tant a fallacious one, between con¬
science acting for the lndividaal, forbidding him to
do an evil act, and conscience dictating to urn to do
good, or what he mky think Rood, without regard to
others, wherever be may find himself. If this prin¬ciple were carried out I fear that strange exhibitions
of individual zeal would become very frequent. If
the supposed American should happen to be a Mor¬
mon. no will have a right to carry out the dictates
of bis conscience in all countries. If he should hap-
pen to be it Millerite, visiting Home, it shall be his
privilege to pitch his tent in frout of St Peter's
church, then and there, under the protection of
General Cass's dm'trine, to speak and act according
to the dictates of his conscience. He will undertake
to prove that the end of the world is at hand; and
by applying "figure*, which never lie," to the Book
of Daniel, and to Revelations, and elucidating the
subject still more by exhibiting appropriate draw¬
ings of the big horn and the little horns, with vari¬
ous references to the number of the beast, descrip¬
tive of Anti-Christ, prove clearly that his doctrine ta
right. In the meantime, it might happen that this
supposed Anti-Christ, the Pope, would be looking
down from pome window of the Vatican, unable to
interfere lest his government should be understood
as violating the rights of American conscience aq
shadowed forth by General Cass,

I pm Dot unmindful that General Caas has ascribed
very high powers, fcriu, In my judgment, extrava-
gant powers, to human governments, in a supposed
right of theirs to judge what is conscience and
what is not. And in this he betrays again the
faculty of conscience as understood by me. "It is
not," he says, "every vagary of the imagination,
nor every ebullition or feeling, nor every impulse of
the passions, however honest the motive may be.
which can lay claim to the rights of conscience."
Again, "the humble legislator has the right to sepa¬
rate presumptions or unfounded pretensions at war
with the just constitution of society, from conscien¬
tious dictates properly regulated and operating vnth-
n their just sphere." Here General Cass takes away
rom individual conscience the very rights whi 'i lie
had claimed fbr it elsewhere, and ne refers to the le¬
gislator, because be is a legislator, to determine
whether a doctrine held by the conscience of a man
is to be regarded as a vagary of the imagination, or
is consistent with thejust constitution of society. In
other parts his position is, that there is no lord or
judge of a man a conscience but God and the man
himself. However, I find such mutual contradiction
in the phrases of General Cass, as he touches now on
one topic and now on another, that it may become
necessary for me hereafter to examine his speech
moie in specific detail. As it is now spread out be¬
fore me in thirteen or fourteen columns of the Wash¬
ington Globe, its dimensions horizontally considered
in the order of length and breadth, become abso¬
lutely appalling. Its depth is by no means frightful
.a child could wade through it. Ita other dimen¬
sions would be its height, and in that sense it may
be my duty to analyze this immense mountain of
words ; and if in doing so I shall discover the
smallest mound of sound logic, practical common
sense or philosophical statesmanship, General Cass
shall have the benefit of the discovery. I cannot,how¬
ever, close this communication, already too long,without referring, as in proof of my position, to one
of the historical illustrations adduced by Gen. Cass
in support of his. He refers to epochs in the civil wars
that resulted from the reformation in Germany and
in France. And because the word liberty of conscienceis fluid to have been granted to the Protestants in
both countries by their respective sovereigns, General
Cass seems to think that my idea of liberty of con¬
science is refuted by its having been granted in trea¬
ties, accoiding to General Cass's quotation from
"Universal History, Vol. 26, p. 304." I am quite
surprised that this very reference did not tend to
clear up the confusion of ideas which prevails on
the subject. The Protestants in Germany and the
Huguenots in France had freedom of conscience
from the very beginning of their history. It was in
tlfe exercise of that freedom that they left the Catho¬
lic church and became Protestants. General Cass
will not deny this.that freedom of conscience theyhad preserved through all the civil wars which end¬
ed, for the time being, in the truce referred to byhim. It was in the exercise of that freedom of con¬
science which was theirs, that they had taken np
arms; and if it had been theirs during all this time,
how can General Cass say that it was only giveu to
them by the sovereign in 1532 and in 15G1V He knows
the profound, but apparently simple muximin law,
Quid nieuin est, amplitu meum esse, non voltst,.
what is mine, cannot become more mine. For many
years freedom of couscience was theirs already, and
according to this maxim could not become" more
theirs. Now, if it was theirs already, I would ask
with great respect for General Cass "and "Universal
History," how could it become more theirs by the
grunt of others? Consequently General Cass and
" Universal History" must mean something
else than freedom of conscience. It must mean thnt
the? should be allowed to retain whatever advantage,
w. ether of property or power, civil and religious,
which they had secured during the progress of the
d'ipntc. Between the outward exercise of their
freedom of conscience, against the laws of the State,
and the pretensions of the State sovereignty to pre-
feive order, the freedom of couscience was*the pre¬
text on one side, the sovereignty of the State was
the plea on the other. And this granting a liberty
of c< nscienre, referred to by Generul Cass, reminds
me of the alms given by a traveller, as mentioned in
Gil Bias, to a poor man who had asked hint for cha¬
rity in a very piteous tone, but who had his musket
le\ elled at the same time. General Cass will no
dcubt criticise the comparison, as he has done other
figurative language in my poor letter. So experi¬
enced an orator muBt certainly know that the value
of a comparison is its suggestive property, which al¬
ways depends upon its substantia) agreement, but
circuinnanuai uinerence an regards ine imng 10 De
illustrated. Omnit comparator clauilicat. General
Cass must surely be aware that the figure of an eggin not a comparison suited to the description of ano¬
ther egg, they ore both so much alike; that to sug-gc.-t the idea of a picce of chalk by comparing Tt
with another piece of chalk, would be entirely out
of the rales of rhetoric. General Cass has taken ad¬
vantage of this even for the purposes of argument,
when he assumed that because 1 spoke of the de-
strni tion of property, whether in Bos-ton or in Phila¬
delphia, as a violation of the rights of conscience in
regard to those persons to whom such property be¬
longed, 1 am to be understood literally, and there-
foie as recognizing that conscience can be violated
through the medium of outward violence. I did
not mean any such thing. No ontward violence
can reach that fortress in the human soul, to
which conscience can always retreat, and from
which she can laugh to scorn the attempts of men to
invade her stronghold. I do not a<imit that from
the beginning of the world up to this day there ever
has been a violation of the rights, freedom, liberty,
or divine sovereignty of the human conscience.
That is the portion of his nature which God placed
beyond the reach of human power. His civil rights
might lie taken away, his property confiscated, his
reputation rendered infamous, the life of his body
sacrificed at the stake, or given to w.ld beaste at tin;
Cohsfi'ie, but t'ic sovereignty of his conscience
ttcvi ?)' earth!;* powers hajj Dover ig a hIiv'Iq jn-
stance been vanqutL-ClI !'J ths Cruelty or lujll.ticC
of his fellow beings. When, therefor*, General Ca.*s
takes advantage of my using language in refereuce
to this subject, such u-< that the rights of conscience
had been violated in Charlestown or in Philadelphia,
he forgets that there is among men an order of lan¬
guage appropriate to the science of any subject, and
another which accommodates itself to the confusion
of ideas in the popular mind, i'ersons who per¬
fectly understand our solar system do not hesitate to
sptHK of the rising and setting of the sun, at the
>;iiue time that they, in a scientific point of view,
would maintain that neither phenomenon ever oc-
cuis: that in leality the sun i« the centre of our
syftini. and that all the planets the earth included,
a.e rising and setting and revolving around the
ci litre. m

I stated at the commencement of this reply that
ti e necessity ot finding myself in an apparent colli-
sun with so distinguished a rnnn as General Cas>
was less of a pride than of a humiliation. The clr-
ci instances undei which my letter was written have
1 ern referred to in the foregoing part of this com-
ir.nnirati n. 1 never dreamed that that letter would
attract the special attention ot anyone. It lias
turned out otherwlie. however. If General Cass
had intimated to nie. in any private manner, that
there was one word In it disrespectful to himself. I
should hnve immediately, In the same m inner, re-

{ilicd in vindication or in apology. If, on the other
land, be had signified to me, twelve or fourteen
months ago, that he intended to make my letter the
giound-work or occasion of Ids great speech, I
should have been prepared with ample materials to
reply to it far more effectively than it has been pos¬
sible for me to do ninidst incessant interruptions,
ami within the limited period that has been allowed
me since liis oration in the Berate. As it is, how¬
ever, I stand by my letter, and I shrink not from the
explosion of the great mortar, which it has taken
this experienced gunner so long a period to charge,
as if he intended that it should not only kill my
little sparrow of a letter, but also that'it shonld
frighten away all the birds of the neighborhood.
1 find my little nyrtitorajr in d<mirilio not only
chirping, but without a single featheret of its wing
raffled.

This letter is already too long, and I hope I may
Ik pardoned it I make' a few i/eneral remarks, bear¬
ing more or less directly on the circumstances
which directed it. The first remark is, that in this
countiy, ut least, no man is oppressed in coosts
qWnce of his religious belief, so lung as he snbmits
U rally to the constitution and laws by whloh it
i» governed. And yet I regret to say that many
ot our citizens arc hardly satiaAed with this
e«,unl and c< mmon privilege, unless there be fur-
unhtd them, from time to time, occasions on which
the* may give*rent to that lamentable intolerance
whfch luiks in luiman nature everywhere, no less
than in 1MB)an government# in Earope, Asia, Afri¬
ca and Amcrif a. How tame would 1* the proceed¬
ings of miUi meeting* as that, for purposes of »ym-

pathy with the Madiai, or those of oar I
week, wen H not for the vent which they ftn jfor the denunciation of Pope and Poperr T;f
is not and there ought not to be oppositioncomplaint of these proceedings. Tne Cathi"
the United State* are accustomed to snch.l
reapectable Protestants are rather offended by t
But on the whole, this is a country of free so
and free writing, and it is better to bear witL
abuse of either than that any legialation be
ployed to prevent it. In the meantime, ire of
clergy are obliged occasionally to travel abroi
sometimes hecauae we have not received a suit
call at home, and sometimes because feeble V"

j by bronchitis especially, compels us to seek thelneflt of foreign climates. Still, wherever we go I
must never forget the object of our vocation, whlis to do good. And thus, forgetting the differedbetween restraints on the outward developementindividual conscience in other countries, and the lbounded freedom in this respect which we enjoy1home, we are liable in a mistaken seal, but alwswith the best intentions, to get into little difficult]with the police of foreign cities or States, wijwill be the consequence, if according to Gene
Cass's project we shall have a quasi right under t
high sanction of the Congress of the Unit)States, to hang on the buttons of oar foreign i
nisters. and pull them right and left into the lit.
dogmatical squabbles in which we may have contr
ed to get ourselves involved? Should I goto Skx
trim, I SL'lht be disposed to rent a room,
nounce that I intended to celebrate masa therein
such or such a day,' inviting all who thought propto be present. Tne room should be honestly. 1 >y*
paid for, of course. But if the municipal authorit
of Stockholm should interfere with me, or take
before the magistrates for this, I should proc"
myself an American oitizen, and look to our
dent minister for protection. Some clergymen I
our many Protestant denomination be just I
imprudent in the capital ot any Catholic countryJEurope. General Cass thinks it would be all rigjmoTlded the local laws were not violated: but 1
1 the rub.
For my own part, I think that as we Rave

established religion at home, which, in our circn
stances, I regard as a great benefit, so it might]as well with us to deal with other nations prudentand modestly, just as we find them, until, little
little, influenced by our beautiful example, tt
will be induced to imitate it. Tbc Congress of
United States are too well qualified to discharge tl
duties for which they were elected to require tf
slightest suggestion from any private citizen as jthe cour*e they should pursue in regard to the ma
ter which General Cass has brought before theijHe has suggested to his fellow Senators that Lprnoui.ced their course all wrong. This was a raistak
I spoke of him alone, and of no other member
Congress.

If I may be allowed to express an opinion, as
humble c tizen, conscious of loyalty to the ronstltl
tion, obedience to the laws, respect for, t,; id henl
volence towards all my l'ellow citizens, without dif
tinction of creed, to give expression to my own sea
timents, I should sum them up not as regards thf
special topic, but as regards the general policy of tl)
country, in a very few words. I would say that whil
the power, almost prepotency of the United Stat
is admitted and acknowledged wherever I hav|
travelled in Europe, there is still a prevalent id
abroad that this greatness is rather detracted f
by a certain tone of self-complacency and of
temptuous reference towards other States. The
say that we are too great to stand in need of bo*b{ing.that we are too powerful, and too rich, to '

under the necessity of acquiring a right to properby fraudulent means. I do not pretend to Judjhow far these imputations are correct, bat, for m|
own part, I would say that the honor and dignitythis great free nation are likely to be best and mo
permanently sustained by adhering to a princip^which is ascribed to as true an American as eve
lived, namely.We ask for nothing that is no
strictly right, and will submit to nothing that "

wrong. t John Huoubs,
Archbishop of New Yon*.New York, June 5, 1854.

New Patent* Isailed.
* List of .patents issued from the United State
Patent Office, for the week ending Jane 6,1864-
each bearing that date :.
Brown R. Wood, of Bnriville, R. I..For improve

ment in knitting machined.
Robert Waddell, of England..For improvemenin balancing slide valves of steam engines. Patents

in England, April 27,1853.
A. H. Ranch, of Bethlehem, Pa.For improve

ment in machines for washing bottles..
Charles F. Brown, of Warren, R. I..For improvement in instruments for taking deep sea Bounding.
Jos. de Palm, of New York, N. Y..For improve

ment in brick pottery kiln*. Patented in England
July 13,1852; in France, August 13, 1852 ; in Hoi
laud and Belgium, September 15,1852.
Henry R. Campbell, of Lebanon, N. H For in

provement in the combination of a railroad tracl
t nd wheels.
Sumuel McCormick, of Dublin, Ireland..For im

provement in pressing the thread upon screw blanksPntented in England, March 22,1853.Donald Taylor, of East Boston, Mass..For berth
kneel former.
Henry Allen, of Norwich, Conn..For improve*machine for dressing Polygonal timber.
Wm. Ballard, of New York, N. Y«.For improve

inert in bent timbers far ship frames.*
Whitman Price, of Goidsborough, N. C..For la

provement in cultivators.
Jared Pratt, of Taunton, Mass..For improveaeBin making seamless metal tubes.
Wm. W. Hill, of Greenport, N. Y».For arrangement of dampers in rotary stoves.
Walter Westrup, of Wapping, England..For ha-

Srovement in grain mills. Patented in England
anuary 22, 1850.
Mathias P. Coons, of Brooklyn, N. Y..For in

proved rivet clamp for wire fences.
W. A. Flanders, of Sharon, Vt..For moth killer.
Ross Dngan, of New York, N. Y..For improvedmachine for cleaning and watering streets.
Edward and James M. Clark, of I>ancaster, Pa..

For improvement in flouring mills.
Smith Beers, of Naugatack, Conn..For improvedmethod of turning hnbs, Ac.
Timothy F. Tart, of Worcester, Mass..For Im¬

proved device for operating cntter-heada of planingmachines.
Alfred Brady, of New York, N. Y..For improve¬ment in vault covers.
Noah W. Speers, of Cincinnati, Ohio..For la-

proved hydrant cap.
James A. Whipple, of Boston, Mass..For improv¬ed mechanism for operating pumps.Samuel H. Dudley, of Milton, Conn..For im-

provement in road scrapers.
Edward P. Day, of New York, N. Y..For ia-

Srovemer.t in machines to print subscribers names,
c., on newspapers.Francis M. English, of Hopkiniville, Ky«.Forimprovement in wniffietrees.
Robert M. Wade, of Wadesville, Va..For iaprov-[ Cd lubricator.
Alexander B. I.atta, of Cincinnati, Ohio,.For

improvement in steam generators.Charles F. Martine, of Boston, Mais For im¬
provement In sofa bedsteads.
Hymen L. Lipman, of Philadelphia, Pa..For im¬

proved eyelet machine.
Elijah Phelps, of Hendersonville, I1L.For ia-

provement in excavators.
Wm. B. Johnson, of Staunton, Va..For improve¬

ment in seed planters.
Patrick Clark, of Bahway, N. J.For Improved

water level indicator for steam boilers.
Tbos. and Haml. Champion, of Washington, D. C.

.For improvement in feathering paddlewheek.
Waitman Davis, of (near) Morgantown, Va..For

improvement in seed planters.
John Sheffield, of Puitnejrville, N. Y..For im¬

provement in apparatus for lllinjr mill saws.
Robt.H. Colyer.of New York, N.Y..For improve¬

ment in goll anal {amnion.
Isaac B. Shank, of Buffalo, Va..For improved

ath machine.
David Russell, of Drewcrsburg, Ind.For improv¬

ed method of operating s iwmill blocks.
Harrison C. Clark, of Worcester, Mass..For la-

proved lathe.
Thus. Crosslry, of Boston, Mass..For improve¬ment in weaving cut-pile fabrics.
Wm. Cann, of Black Rock, N. Y..For cleaningbolts of flouring mills.
Edward Harrison, of New Haven, Conn..For ia-

provement in grinding mills.
Jordon L. Mott, of New York.N.Y..For improve¬

ment In f-ecuring car wheels upon axles.
Edwin J. Green, of Cedarviile, N. Y«.For im¬

provement in joint bodied buggies.Levi Dederijk, of Albany, N. Y..For Implore-
ment in hay presses.

Jas. J. Johnson, of Alleghanv, and James V. Cun¬
ningham. of Pittsburg, Pa., for improvement la
moulding hollow ware.
John C. Reed, of Mount Vernon, 0., assignor to

C. P. Buckingham and Henry P. Upton, of saae-
place..For Improvement in grinding mills.
Heivey Ely, of Rochester, N. Y., assignor to 8aa-

uel B. Ely, of same place..For improvement la dry¬
ing flour.
Thos. Wallnce and Henry Bachrei iter (the latter

now deceased), of Philadelphia, Pa..For improved
blowing fan.
Dennis Donnovan, for himself, and as adminis¬

trator of Witrhell G. Hallman, deceu^d, now, and
lute of Philadelphia county, Pa., a-*ignor to H. J.
White, of Philadelphia, Pa.For improvement in
cooking range.

Alfied Krnpp, of Essen, Prnssia.For impmve-
meat in car anil other wheel tires.

A painful rrcirt«nt ocenrrri! M Hrjr Sing >.n Tharsdaj
lnol. The wile. sna, sno r ol Dr (lieon, who r*

n»sr thnt t lib were thrown out (if
Mm. l ucnn WM shewn*)} hrul-«d .»o m-riou.N, 1«<si I.
Ibit llsr* Ii IIMIt liftf* of htr nwnn;, TW oUhara
mttv le»« hurt. llr. rtacoa is a brother of Ur.
Leonard Racon, of New Havan.


